Comment upon 


IN THE ARENA OF POLITICS 


THE current issue of HARPER’s WEEKLY has a first-page cartoon 
entitled “ Defiance.” It pictures Roosevelt in the centre of the 
arena ‘Taising a sword aloft, the gauntlet on the ground and Judge 
Parker just within the entrance, in fighting array, with his judicial 
robe thrown over his shoulders. 

The purport of the cartoon is shown in an editorial paragraph 
wherein the WEEKLY announces that it devotes much space to Mr. 
Roosevelt’s letter, and says, regarding his talk of his administra- 
tion: 

“ There is not so much as a hint of the possibility of the present 
administration ever having been or ever going to be in the wrong. 
Mr. Roosevelt is undoubtedly wholly sincere in regarding it as 
ideal. But, he insistently urges upon his rival, if you will persist 
in finding faults, in detecting errors, in scenting danger in present 
policies, what remedial changes do you propose? Speak up, in de- 
tail, and we will join issue; otherwise, by holding your peace, con- 
fess your impotence. It is a direct, personal challenge to the judge 
to come into the open and fight it out on every point he cares to 
raise. We shall know in a day or two how he is met.” 

Judge Parker has advanced to the centre of the arena since the 
above was published in the WEEKLY, and has crossed swords with 
the would-be gladiator, and the battle is now on. That cartoon 
can now be revised, for so vigorous, so daring and so brave are the 
utterances of Judge Parker that the White House fighter must put 
forth his best efforts, and let them be on a far different line than 
he has been pursuing, if he would maintain his fight. 

Defiance! One subject alone in Judge Parker’s letter shows more 
defiance, more bravery, more sterling integrity, more respect for the 
Constitution than all the Rooseveltism of record. 

When he had the courage to say that if elected to the Presidency 
he would revoke the celebrated service pension order, made by the 
Executive, he exhibited a degree of honesty of purpose not generally 
attributed to men in the political world, ever imbued with a desire 
to succeed in their undertakings for office. 

The WEEKLY asked Judge Parker to speak up. He has done so, 
and probably in a more “strenuous” manner than was expected 
when that paper in its cartoon threw down the gauntlet and raised 
the sword on high for its candidate. 

This is only one subject on which that defiance has been met, 
and every paragraph of Judge Parker’s letter teems with them. 

The WEEKLY wants to revise that cartoon.—Austin (Tex.) States- 
man. 


DAVID B. HILL, BACHELOR 
In an effort to account for David B. Hill’s mental and moral 


limitations and his curious lack of conviction, George Harvey ad- 
vances an ingenious theory in the current issue of HARPER’S 


WEEKLY. Mr. Hill’s experience, he thinks, has been defective. 
Too restricted a contact with general society and too much con- 
centration on political details have warped and stunted his growth. 
He has none of the small vices that sometimes accompany social 
enjoyments, but neither has he any of the attending virtues and 
graces. Mr. Harvey says: - 

“Mr. Hill is not only a bachelor, but one with very slight in- 
clination for mixed society. He has habitually denied himself 
not only the common pleasures and solaces of domestic life, but 
the inspirations that come from the society and discourse of in- 
telligent women. Now, womankind constitutes the greatest help 
and one of the most important sources of inspiration that have 
been vouchsafed to man.” 

That a man who has gone through life unmarried is to a cer- 
tain extent out of touch with the social system and more or less 
abnormal is a logical theory. He has not only missed the help 
and inspiration which Mr. Harvey justly attributes to women, but 
his whole life has been out of tune with the natural and whole- 
some order of things. Celibacy alone, however, does not account 
for Mr. Hill’s inability to find a normal point of view and estab- 
lish himself on firm ground of conviction. His relation to the ma- 
- jority and to life in general has been one of isolation. Grover 
Cleveland was a bachelor until his first election, but he was a 
good mixer. On the other hand, there are many thoroughly do- 
mesticated men whose personal lives are as narrow and circum- 
scribed as Mr. Hill’s and who are just as incapable of seeing things 
in their proper perspective as he is. 

Setting aside the question of native honesty, the trouble with 
Hill and with many other public men is an inability to take the 
point of view of the normal, average man and keep in touch with 
him. If Hill, who has confined himself to playing politics all his 
life, had had some interests to broaden’ his outlook, and show him 
that principle and conviction, not selfish intrigue, are the things 
that really count, he might have been something more than a 
clever politician. To this extent, at least, Mr. Harvey’s theory may 
be right.—Chicago News. 


THE MERCENARIES 

Tus attitude of a great mass of venal citizens who are not gen- 
tlemen enough to stay bought for more than one campaign, and 
are ever clamoring to be repurchased, is regarded by our contempo- 
rary, HARPER’S WEEKLY, as a direct menace to Republican success. 
Yesterday’s despatches signally confirm the reasonableness of this 
view. The news comes from Indiana, Fairbanks’s State, that fhe 
Macedonian cry has already gone out to the Republican National 
Committee, the custodian of the campaign fund that has been 
amassed by Secretary Cortelyou, sometime Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor, and the to-be Postmaster-General in the next cabinet, 
if Mr. Roosevelt should be so happy as to choose it. They want 
money and they want it badly; money out of all proportion, seem- 
ingly, to what the National Committee expected to be called on to 


. being heard from in clear and emphatic language. 
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contribute to the campaign in a State that has the honor of owning 
for a citizen the Vice-Presidential candidate. In other words, the 
mercenaries are beginning to make themselves heard. They are 
saying, in so many words, that if the committee expects sentiment 
to rule within their bosoms, then the committee, like the England 
that expects every man to do his duty, is laboring under a delusion. 
In New. York, too, they are calling, gently calling for the sinews 
of war, and we have no doubt in other States the mercenaries are 
If, as our con- 
temporary suggests, the Republican campaign fund will hardly be 
equal to their demands, the question of what to do with them be- 
comes perplexing. It would hardly pay to incur their active or 
even silent opposition in States that are the least doubtful. On 
the whole, we should commend to the National Committee the plan 
pursued by Carthage to get rid of the mercenaries, as told in Flau- 
bert’s “Salammbo”: They were inveigled into a lonely valley 
that was walled in, with the exception of the opening, by unsur- 
mountable rocks, the entrance was closed, and there they were 
slowly starved to death.—New Orleans Times-Democrat. 


A REPUBLICAN VIEW 


Oxtp Kuropatkin has had the centre of the stage for some time 
as a master in retiring tactics, and we did not expect to see his 
equal in that respect for many years; but the retreat which George 
Harvey is beating in HARPER’s WEEKLY from the Parker standard 
must command the admiration of politicians, diplomatists, and all 
others versed in the art of quietly, gracefully and not too offen- 
sively letting it be known that a losing cause excites no enthusiasm. 

At first he was all aglow for the Parker ticket. His weekly 
budget of comment had the warmth and brilliance of_ the rising 
sun. Suddenly he saw a great light—that Parker speech of ac- 
ceptance! It was an awful blow to the colonel’s enthusiasm. Then 


‘came the Taggart selection, the Murphy defection, and the McCarren 


scandal. The mix-up sent the colonel harking back to the days 
when Croker wanted to repay W. C. Whitney for a favor done 
years before, and paid it by helping to elect Cleveland. That Whit- 
ney-Croker drive down-town, as told by Colonel Harvey, will live -in 
political story-telling as an Incident that Made a President. 

There have been no such drives down-town in this campaign, no 
early favors repaid, no nothin’. The colonel has been hard put 
to it for inspiration. Nothing was going right in*the Democratic 
camp; everything seemed to be going right with the Republicans. 
Much as he desired Democratic success, facts were facts in the 
colonel’s eye, and so he gave the job up for this campaign and 
began to reminisce. Luckily Mr. Harvey has a great fund of 
anecdote to draw upon, and, as we said some time ago, his budget 
of gossip makes HarPEeR’S WEEKLY worth many times the price 
just to enjoy. what he says and the way he says it. No one, for 
instance, could indicate so clearly Judge Parker’s defeat as Mr. 
Harvey does without really saying so. 

It is what the colonel fails to say rather than what he says— 
the contrast between the bristling, aggressive lines of early July 
and the calm, reminiscent tone of to-day—that convinces us that 
the Editor of Harper’s WEEKLY will not ask on election night, 
“ Are we licked?” but “How much are we licked?”—New York 
Evening Mail. 


CHAIRMAN CORTELYOU’S METHODS 


Harper’s WEEKLY expresses the opinion that the chief danger to 
the Republican ticket lies in the lack of a big campaign fund to 
hire party workers to bring the vote out. It says that the Re- 
publican party will have nothing like the fund available in 1896 
and in 1900 and remarks “ there are two reasons why we consider 
that in this condition lies the chief menace of Republican pros- 
pects. One is that there exists no common peril making the 
raising of so great a fund, and the other is that Mr. Cortelyou 
would not know what to do with it if he had it.” 

It certainly appears that Chairman Cortelyou’s reliance is upon 
the appeal to public reason and not upon manufactured noise and 
mercenary enthusiasm, but the Cortelyou method is getting there 
with an effect which astonishes the old school of campaigners. 
Such was the quiet of the Vermont campaign that it was mistaken 
for apathy, but while there was no-noise and excitement, strong 
speeches were being made, addressed to the intelligence of the peo- 
ple. The speech of Secretary Taft at Montpelier on the Philip- 
pine policy of the administration was an admirable specimen of 
cogent reasoning, free from any trace of sophistry or clap-trap. 
The people listened to speeches of that character or read them in 
the papers and reached conclusions by sober thought. Then on 
election-day they turned out and rolled up a plurality which ex- 
ceeded calculations by from six to seven thousand. No brass-band 
campaign with hired shouters could have been anything like so 
successful. 

Instead of endangering Republican success, as HARPER’S WEEKLY 
supposes, the present circumstances of party management are so 
favorable that the Democratic managers feel the necessity of meet- 
ing the situation by a corresponding change in their own methods. 

Mr. Cortelyou may not know how to hire a corps of merce- 
naries, but he has been able to put the campaign upon a plane 
where he can do without them, and where the Democratic party 
will have to meet him in order to put up a real fight.—Pittsburg 


Gazette. 


THE UNREFUTED GHOST STORY 
Two or three weeks ago the New York World printed under 
glaring head-lines on its first page a circumstantial story to the 
effect that J. Pierpont Morgan visited the President at Oyster Bay, 
and that the two held a long conference, the result of which was a 
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lot of subservient concessions in the President’s letter of accept- 
ance. 

The publication was as sensational as it was calculated to injure 
the President. Several details were given to make the recital seem 
probable. The writer of it claimed to have spent two weeks veri- 
fying the facts. 

The story was called to the attention of the President, and he 
promptly authorized the publication of an unqualified denial, with 
the statement that the story was a “ plain lie,” without a single 
circumstance to bolster the cunning details of the World’s liar. 
The President declared that Morgan had not visited him at the 
time alleged or any other time, and that he (the President) had 
not held any kind of conference with J. P. Morgan, and had never 
had any agreement or understanding with him on any subject. 

The President’s denial and denunciation was sweeping and com- 
plete. The World printed the disclaimer on its first page, but 
made no apology, and so far as known Joseph Pulitzer has not ex- 
posed or punished the infamous scoundrel who wrote the story with 
such a pretence of circumstantiality. and corroboration. 

HarPer’s WEEKLY, which has not been supporting Roosevelt, 
directly charged the World with not only libelling the President, 
but refusing to make proper amends for the vicious slander. Mean- 
while the Democratic organs throughout the country are taking no 
pains to correct the Pulitzer lie. On the contrary, many of them 
are repeating it in the face of its refutation. A party that would 
willingly become the beneficiary of a wanton slander is unfit for any 
service.—Dayton Press. 


STRICTLY IN LINE 

JuDGE PaRKER’s letter to the editor of the Democratic campaign 
text-book begging him to “see to it that there is no word in it 
that reflects upon the personal honor and integrity of President 
Roosevelt ” excites the scornful wonder of Colonel George Harvey. 

‘“ The Times of this morning says that the party text-book is about 
prepared,” says the Judge, and “an Evening Post editorial indicates 
that but little care was taken,” ete. This is Colonel George 
Harvey’s comment in HARPER’S WEEKLY: 

“ Was ever such nonsense? Do they really mean to tell us that all 
the Judge knows of the contents of the two text-books he got from 
the Times and the Evening Post? And, pray, what has Theodore 
Roosevelt ever done that would justify an expectation that an as- 
sault was about to be made upon his “personal honor and in- 
tegrity?”’ And if the Judge really did entertain such a suspicion, 
why did he not quietly and privately warn the presumed idiots in- 
stead of putting forth an ostentatious direction to be lithographed 
and exploited as a campaign document? Will politicians ever 
learn that men are not mice?” 

That is good, breezy stuff. 
siderable.” It is strictly in line with the platform adopted by 
Colonel Harvey early in the campaign: “ No humbug.”—Syrecuse 
Standard. 


THE BOURBON SENATORS 

HArRPER’s WEEKLY asks: “By the way, what are our slick old 
Bourbon Senators doing nowadays? We don’t seem to hear much 
from the Aldrich-Allison group.” We do not, indeed. Neither have 
we heard very much from Platt, of Connecticut; Cullom, Hale, 
Frye, Burrows, Alger, Wetmore, Spooner or Quarles. And Elkins, 
what of him? Spooner and Quarles probably have all that they 
can tend to in their own State of Wisconsin, but how about the 
others? However, there is plenty of time yet. The grave and wily 
Senators will no doubt do their duty. Even Mr. Elkins, of 
West Virginia, son-in-law of the Democratic candidate for the Vice- 
Presidency, will, we feel sure, rise above all family considerations, 
and give a good account of himself. It is to be noted further that 
there has been no rush to the support of Parker from the Demo- 
cratic side of the Senate. Pettus, Morgan, Clay, Bacon, Blackburn, 
Money, Cockrell, Bate, Carmack, Culberson and Daniel have at 
least not been conspicuous in the campaign up to the present time. 
We should remember that the Senate is a deliberative body, that it 
moves slowly, that it has an awful lot of dignity, and that impetu- 
osity is in its eyes the crime of crimes.—Indianapolis News. 





SECRETARY TAFT’S REPLY TO MR. OLNEY 

Harper’s WEEKLY regards Secretary Taft’s Vermont speech in 
defence of the administration’s Philippine policy as a complete 
answer to Mr. Olney’s attack upon it. 

The Secretary’s main argument relates to the constitutionality 
of the expansion idea. Mr. Olney’s contention, that the Constitu- 
tion gives no countenance to the altruistic purposes of the adminis- 
tration, is met by Judge Taft in a manner that Mr. Olney’s posi- 
tion lacks the elements of strength. 

There is a belief, more or less widespread, that this country 
has no right under the organic law to use the public funds to 
elevate ignorant and barbarous peoples. Judge Taft takes a dif- 
ferent view, and proves from history and judicial precedent that 
the United States pursues the expansion policy in thorough agree- 
ment with the Constitution. There is an eloquent testimonial to 
the soundness of his argument ‘and the forcefulness of its presenta- 
tion in the fact that our contemporary, the sometimes overcautious 
bearer of the “torch of progress,” is persuaded that he is right.— 
Columbus Journal. 





WHEN Harper’s WEEKLY, which has heretofore looked with com- 
placency upon candidates put forward by the Republican party, re- 
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cently showed Candidate Fairbanks in cartoon depicted as a human 
cake of ice, thoughtful persons believed it a bit rough on the man 
who wishes to be Vice-President. Senator Fairbanks was shown 
as chilling those around him and the impression was not exactly 
pleasant. Those who came in contact with Senator Fairbanks dur- 
ing his stay in Elmira this week, however, feel like apologizing to 
HARPER’S WEEKLY for doubting, for it is certain that no more icy 
blast ever came out of the north than the Republican candidate 
proved to be. Leaves on trees prematurely shrivelled up and 
dropped off and many a garden was ruined absolutely during his 
chilly stay, and ice wagons went around town with none seeking 
the wares they offered. Enterprising hardware merchants dusted 
off sleds and skates, and citizens generally shook the moth balls 
out of winter garments. Several cases of frost-bitten ears were 
reported, and some of the horns of the welcoming bands froze up 
absolutely and refused to do duty. The members of the entertain- 
ment committee, who felt in duty bound to stay by Senator Fair- 
banks as long as he remained in town, bought fur caps and mittens 
and drank hot ginger tea at frequent intervals. Altogether it was 
the chilliest time since the thermometer dropped to thirty degrees 
below zero one day last winter.—Elmira Gazette, 





AN incident of the past week is the narrow escape of HARPER’S 
WEEKLY from being an out-and-out Roosevelt paper. First there 
is the conclusion that General Chaos is still in command of the 
Democratic forces, illustrated by Rogers’s cartoon showing Editors 
McKelway and Pulitzer in personal combat trying to determine 
“who is running this campaign, anyway.” Then there is a merci- 
less exposure of the World’s great fake about a visit of Mr. Mor- 
gan to Oyster Bay to receive the President’s pledge of the future 
of the Republican party, “ body and bones.” A little further along 
Professor Henry Loomis Nelson is utilized for the entertainment 
of the. public in connection with some of his imperialistic fancies— 
his great fear lest the President conspire with the other 99,999 
members of our army and take possession of all outdoors on some 
dark night. Then Dr. McKelway comes in for another little bit 
of attention wherein the WEEKLY is guilty of gross irreverence for - 
the ponderous pride of omniscience which stalks each evening 
through the editorial columns of the Brooklyn Eagle and settles 
every confusing doubt. Mr. D. B. Hill’s careless neglect to con- 
nect anywhere with an honest conviction at any time in his life 
is referred to as a previously established fact, and Chairman 
Taggart’s glassification as not in the whirlwind campaign column 
adds another touch to the sketch. Well, the WreEKLY has a rea- 
son to be; there’s nothing doing at Esopus.—Minneapolis Journal. 





Havine for its motto “ A Journal of Civilization,” the WEEKLY 
should have been a supporter of McKinley’s Philippine policy 
from the beginning. But what says Erving Winslow to the as- 
sertion that neither Judge Parker nor anybody else could improve 
that policy? Mr. Winslow will, of course, dispute it, but the 
burden of proof is on him. The antiimperialists have merely crit- 
icised; they have never suggested anything better. Just now they 
want an immediate promise of independence given the Filipinos, 
a promise to the effect that when they are capable of performing 
the functions of self-government they shall be free to go their 
own sweet way, but in the mean time we are to continue to educate 
and train them. While waiting for the day when independence 
becomes a reality, what becomes of the Constitution and the 
precious principles of the antiimperialists? If it is wrong to 
govern the islands as we are now doing, does it make it right to 
govern them in the same way, but under a promise that some- 
time the people will have complete and absolute independence? If 
the antiimperialist idea amounts to anything at all it should not 
be so closely linked to the policy now being pursued. It is an ac- 
knowledgment that the present course is more than half right.— 
Springfield Union. 





Ir is a remote contingency that Judge Parker should ever find 
himself in a position to need a Secretary of State, but the “ aca- 
demic” discussion of his proper personality in this week’s Har- 
PER’S WEEKLY possesses some interest. It suggests that the Judge 
could well advance his canvass by announcing that he will, if 
elected, name some statesman like Judge Gray or Richard Olney 
to hold the portfolio. The avowed purpose is to dismantle the 
scarecrow which the possible selection of David B. Hill to that 
important post has enabled shrewd campaigners to erect. The 
Judge could find ample precedent for choosing some one of his 
convention competitors for the nomination to be his premier, and 
thus furnish a cogent excuse for ignoring the claims of his chief 
sponsor. The WEEKLy displays great sagacity in its suggestion, 
but the effect upon the already disorganized situation in New 
York may not be harmonious. Mr. Hill has shown that he has 
friends and is a power, and this premature eclipse of his possible 
ambitions might further discompose things.—Pittsburg Dispatch. 





A WEEKLY published in New York has. just come out with a pic- 
ture which represents the President as consulting with the trust 
magnates, in running his campaign. The allusion, of course, is to 
the stories put out by the Democratic campaigners, that J. P. 
Morgan and H. H. Rogers had instructed the President as to 
the tone of his letter of acceptance. It was proved long ago that 
the captains of industry never had such conferences with the 






















































































































President; but the silly story is still used as Democratic campaign 
material. HarpEerR’s WEEKLY has just come out strongly against 
such sorts of stories, printed after every reasonable man knows that 
they are untrue. George Harvey plainly thinks that such tactics 
are a disgrace to the Parker campaign, and as a friend to the 
Democratic candidate, he objects to all such. He is right, leaving 
all questions of decency and fairness out of the question. These 
stories are repeated, the. pictures printed, to make votes for 
Parker. They do just the opposite, of course.—Boston Advertiser. 





Harper’s WEEKLY reasons that the Democrats who voted the 
Republican ticket in the last two campaigns have sons, many of 
whom have reached the voting age in the last eight years, and who 
have all this time heard their fathers’ arguments about the faults 
in the Democratic party which caused their change of heart.. Now 
that the fathers have returned to their Democratic allegiance, 
HARPER’s says that the young men will not turn away from the 
Republicans, just because their fathers do. They have seen the 
working of the Republican party and know what it has done, 
whereas they know next to nothing of a Democratic régime. More- 
over, young blood likes a party that “does things” and one with 
a successful record. Manifestly there is something in this rea- 
soning and it will help to keep the doubtful States in line for 
Roosevelt.—Omaha Bee. 


Harper’s WEEKLY may not favor the Republican national ticket, 
but Editor Harvey has a wholesome regard for the veracity of 
news items, especially when the inaccuracy is not acknowledged, 
as in the case of the New York World’s charge of a visit by J. P. 
Morgan to Sagamore and the consequent deal between the Presi- 
dent and the financier as to the conduct of the Republican cam- 
paign. In the current number of HARPER’s WEEKLY Mr. Pulitzer 
is brought severely to task for the reportorial inaccuracy which 
cannot even be blamed on the Associated Press, and Mr. Harvey 
goes so far as to predict that the World’s prestige as a first-class 
newspaper is injured to such an extent that it will not recover 
for a score of years.—Tonawanda News. 


THE editorial pages of Harper’s WEEKLY scintillate in these 
days with entertaining political comment. George Harvey, while 
of course intending to be fair, is having a good deal of fun and 
making interesting reading for both parties. He writes frankly, 
telling some things that are in the nature of interesting revela- 
tions of political history, and altogether he is having a jolly time. 
With its cartoons and illustrations of current events and its arti- 
cles on various subjects of public interest HArPER’s WEEKLY is 
a most entertaining periodical.—Watertown Times. 


HERE is a real gem, from HARPER’S WEEKLY: 

Platform: No Humbug! The natural defenders of the Consti- 
tution at any given time are the members of the party that is op- 
posed to party which is at that time in a position to subject the 
Constitution to pressure. 

If that is anything else than a roundabout way of indorsing 
the Irishman’s declaration that he was “ agin’ the government,” 
the editor of the WEEKLY should hasten to point it out.—Salt 
Lake City Tribune. 


HARPER’S WEEKLY gets up a jolly editorial on the governor situa- 
tion in New York, by making believe that the candidates are Elihu 
Root and De Lancey Small. And it winds up: “ For this boon all 
praise and gratitude to Governor Benjamin B. Odell, Jr., and 
former Senator David Bennett Hill. They not only, in the lan- 
guage of the classics, ‘seen their duty and done it,’ but in the no 
less graphic words of a well known statesman, ‘they done their 
damnedest; angels could do no more.’ ”—Holyoke Transcript. 


HARPER’S WEEKLY has been called to account for finding fault 
with Davenport’s cartoons. It described them as yeast cakes, de- 
claring that “there is really no reason for believing that the occa- 
sional utilization of an idea would detract from the excellence of 
his work.” Well, it is a fact that Davenport is at once affluent 
and impoverished. To his affluence—to his power of portrayal— 
the WEEKLY pays well deserved tribute, but impoverishment is not 
absolute.—Brooklyn Eagle. 





For that very reason Mr. Root’s nomination is doubly satisfying 
and more distinctly a cause of general congratulation than it 
could possibly have been in any other circumstances.—HARPER’S 
WFEKLY. 

For what the brilliant, profound and late lamented Artemus 
Ward called “ sarkasm.” the foregoing is a flawless gem, shining like 
the “sparkler ” on a Tammany leader’s shirt-bosom.—Troy Press. 





SARCASTICALLY, HARPER’S WEFKLY congratulates the Republicans 
on the nomination of Elihu Root for Governor. To. the Democrats 
it pays a tribute in kind for having selected DeLancey Nicoll for 
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WEEKLY. 





Not for anything in the world would the 
Eagle dispel a dream so beautiful—Brooklyn Eagle. 


its State standard bearer. 


HarPER’S WEEKLY is right about the wet blanket, and it is also 
right when it adds that though Judge Parker may rise more fully 
to the occasion hereafter, it is difficult to overcome the conclusion 
that first impressions, especially of an unknown candidate, are 
apt to be lasting.—Bridgeport Standard. 


HARPER’S WEEKLY wants to know why nobody has yet notified 
Mr. Tibbles that he has been nominated for Vice-President. This 
interrogation is an impertinence. Tibbles has not only been noti- 
fied, but he has. served notice upon himself and upon all others 
whom it may concern.—Omaha Bee. 


THEREFORE, holds HARPER’s WEEKLY, “ there is no issue in the’ 
gold standard,” and the Republican attempt to keep it alive as an 
issue is futile. It is absurd to try to fight a political battle over 
dead issues. Yet that is what many Republican journals are try- 
ing to do.—Rochester Union. 





GrorGE Harvey, throwing bouquets in HARPER’s WEEKLY at the 
Springfield Republican, says he knows of but one other newspaper 
in the United States which has as good an editorial page, and that 
one is not published in New York. Thanks.—Boston Transcript. 


HARPER’S WEEKLY advises President Roosevelt to stop drinking 
milk, avoid water, and substitute light claret. It also recommends 
an occasional mild cigar. Of course, HARPER’S WEEKLY has sin- 
ister designs on the President.—Tacoma Ledger. 





HARPER’S WEEKLY keeps straight in the middle in politics this 
year, and at the same time it is not supporting Tom Watson. Mr. 
Harvey’s political views are most. interesting if he does not know 
“where he is at.”—Augusta Herald. 


HARPER’S WEEKLY crushingly refers to Senator Fairbanks as 
Mr. Icebanks. Well, would you prefer a hot-water bag for Vice- 
President? Have we come to taking the temperature of occupants 
of the chair?—Pittsburg Dispatch. 


GrorGE Harvey, editor of HARPER’s WEEKLY and one of the 
most incisive writers connected with the American press, is having 
fun. A newspaper is always interesting when it ceases to be an 
organ.—Dallas Times-Herald. 


THE editor of HaRPER’s WEEKLY intimates that David B. Hill’s 
political undoing may be traced to his, state of single blessedness. 
Well, isn’t ex-Boss Tom Platt a bridegroom?—Atlanta Constitu- 


' tion.—Birmingham Nes. 


“Does Mr. Bryan mean to be mischievous,” inquires HARPER’S 
WEEKLY. He does not, but Willie can’t keep from playing with the 
matches, even when the party’s stable is filled with hay.—Topeka 
Herald. 


HarPer’s WEEKLY may be said to have Republican leanings, 
but it is far from being partisan. It is at ‘east fair, and often 
commends Democrats and Democratic measures.—Grand Rapids 
Press. 


Even Harper’s WEEKLY admits that Dr. Cortelyou has a long 
lead over Chairman Tom Taggart. A double-barrelled handshake is 
good, but it spreads them over the whole country.—Boston Record. 


THE Republican Vice-Presidential candidate has not as yet warm- 
ed up sufficiently to resent the appellation, “ Icebanks,” given him 
by HarPer’s WEEKLY.—San Antonio Express. 


For fair, absolutely impartial discussion of the political sit- 
uation HARPER’s WEEKLY excels any paper which has come to our 
editorial table.-—Fitzgerald (Ga.) Citizen. 





HArPER’S WEEKLY is evidently inclined to support Judge Parker. 
Even a “ journal of civilization ” must some day become more or less 
civilized.—Jacksonville Times. 






































A Few 
FROM A VETERAN 


CENTRAL Brancu, Nationat Home, D. V.S., 
P.O. Nationat Mititary Home, Onto, September 30, 1904. 
T'o the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

S1r,—Pension Order No. 78 is unworthy of a President planted 
on “high ideals” ground. I doubt if it proves a vote-getter; old 
soldiers are not enthusiastic over it. What the G. A. R. and others 
want is a service pension act. 

Roosevelt would have got just as many votes from old soldiers 
without that order. Even the most rabid G. A. R. pension shriek- 
ers had no pension grievance against him at all. Quoting the 
pension orders of Cleveland and McKinley, his (Roosevelt’s) de- 
fenders fail to mention that those men did not issue those “ orders ” 
while President, on the eve of election and as candidates for 
election. 

And Parker made a worse bid still; for any fairly intelligent 
old soldier knows that Parker (if elected) could never “ deliver 
the goods ”; for it is not conceivable that any near-in-future Con- 
gress could or would be dragooned into enacting a service pension 
act; and Parker knows this too. In saying, “I will revoke that 
order,” he should have stopped right there. As it is, in making a 
bid for soldiers’ votes, he will merely disgust voters who might 
have been induced to vote against Roosevelt on that very ground 
alone. Roosevelt will be elected, and he is better, with all his 
faults, than is Parker with such as his confidants and advisers. 
You will please pardon an ignorant old soldier for writing. I al- 
ways admire the WEEKLY’s editorials and the fearless way you 
dissect the campaign rubbish of party organs and orators on both 
sides. I am, sir, Lucas HaGar, 

A Civil War Veteran. 


A FEW QUESTIONS 
Bay Saint Louis, Miss., Sept. 29, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Srir,—If you can spare the time from your strenuous comments 
on the political situation to answer me one or two questions you 
would place me under great obiigation. In the first place, this 
refers to Senator Hill—(1) Why cannot you allow the ex-states- 
man to retreat gracefully from the political stage? (2) Also, if he 
is as bad as you write him? (3) Are there not some elements of 
political good in him? (4) Has he really been swayed by the po- 
litical winds of his party? There must be some political honesty 
and good in him or he would never have reached the high pinnacle 
in politics that is his. It seems to one of your readers that it is 
rather unkind and cruel to kick a man after he has announced 
his withdrawal from the fight. 

The next question I wish you to answer is about yourself. (5) 
What candidate are you supporting? From your “ Comment” it 
would appear that you are a Republican paper with Democratic 
leanings. (6) Can you not come out for one or the other of the 
candidates? (7) Do you not think that your criticism of Senator 
Hill might apply to yourself in the present instance? 

In conclusion, I would say that I am not a very ardent follower 
of Senator Hill; but merely like to see justice given to whom 
justice is due. I am, sir, 

WILLIAM KERNAN Dart. 


(2) He is. (3) No. (4) He has. (5) 


[(1) We wish he would. 
EDITOR. } 


None. (6) Why? (7) No. 


WHY NOT FORM HIS OWN OPINIONS? 
Ertg, Pa., September 26, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Sir,—Your article which appeared in this issue of the 20th 
inst., “ How will new voters vote?” prompts me to ask, has every 
young man who is about to cast his first Presidential vote, 
or even he who came by that right four years ago, decided for 
himself—* How shall I vote—as a Republican or as a Democrat?” 

If you would outline or arrange in synopsis form, the doctrines, 
policies, ideas—the political creeds—of the two great prominent 
parties as they are to date, as they should be looked upon from a 
modern standpoint, I think you would be doing the coming and 
young voters of this country a service, the far-reaching effect and 
value of which would be beyond expression. 

A father is a Democrat or Republican as the case may be; what 
should determine the son’s politics? A superfluous question, yes, 
but one, nevertheless, being asked and thought about by many a 
chap who is anxious to become a seemly, substantial citizen. 


I am, sir, 
L. G. MEYER. 


FOR TRUTH IN PUBLIC JOURNALS 
PuiLapecpnia, Pa., September 25, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Sir,—In this week’s Comment the paragraphs which stand out 
most conspicuously are, in my opinion, those referring to the 
sensational and outrageous “fake” story about the President and 
J. P. Morgan published by the World. It is not a new experience 
for you to receive praise for your Comment; nevertheless, I am 
constrained to add a word of congratulation for the fair and 
manly course pursued by HarPer’s WEEKLY. [If all journals, irre- 
spective of party affiliations, were like the WEEKLY in their news 
and editorial columns one could read them with the certainty of 
having only the truth stated. I am an ardent Roosevelt “ rooter,” 


Letters 


and hope for his.election, yet Mr. Harvey’s Comment is eagerly 
looked for and considered a weekly treat. Keep it up! _~ 
I am sir, C. M. WILKINS. 


AN OPINION FROM VERMONT 
BENSON, VERMONT, Oct. 6, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Sir,—In your issue of October 8, on page 1550, under the head- 
ing “An Appreciative Reader,” I find a letter that I can say 
Amen to in every way, for it is just my sentiment. You may not 
be making any votes for the “ Colonel,” but the “Judge” is wel- 
come to all he gets. The WEEKLY is as nearly independent as any 
paper I ever read at such a time. Whichever way the election goes 
I want to record my appreciation. With Roosevelt’s word that 
John Hay will remain as Secretary of State, there ought to be 
no doubt of his election, and with betting odds at two to one it 
looks as if the public have already discounted the result. 

I am, sir, B. B. PEARSON. 


“E PLURIBUS UNUM” ANSWERED 


? Seima, Ata., Sept. 26, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Sir,—In your issue of September 24, your correspondent “E 
Pluribus Unum ” says: 

“May I enter an emphatic protest ...? 
the United States have taken it upon themselves?’ 
disunion seem to me to lurk in this plural.” 

Does “ E Pluribus” think that sedition and disunion lurked in 
the hearts of the signers of the Constitution when they wrote in 
that document as follows: 

Article 3d, Section 3d, Treason against the United States shall 
consist only in levying war against them, or in adhering to their 
enemies, ete. ; am, sir, P. T. VAUGHAN. 


You say, ‘ Why should 
Sedition and 


ALAS! WE CANNOT 
New York, September 28, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Sir,—Although always expecting to find something new in your 
“ Editorial Comment,” I must confess I was exceedingly surprised 
to learn in this week’s issue that Root and Nicoll were, respective- 
ly, the Republican and Democratic nominees for Governor. 

Is it true that the press has entered into a conspiracy to make 
the public believe Higgins and Herrick have been nominated, and 
that Harper’s WEEKLY has found out the truth? 

I fear, however, that you are wrong. If not, please advise me by 
special delivery, so I may at once spread “ the glad tidings.” 

; I am, sir, W. F. Mussey. 


FOR TWICE A WEEK 
Avamocorpo, N. Mex., Sept. 27, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Str,—I enclose a money-order for our subscription to this most 
valuable and incomparable paper, as to which we have but three 
regrets, namely,—that our introduction to it did not take place 
years instead of a few months ago, that it does not come twice 
instead of once per week, and that its pages are not more numerous, 
neither of these to be taken as an advance criticism upon its man- 
agement. We consider it as a necessity and look forward to its 
coming with pleasant anticipation. I am, sir, A. C. Teas. 


FROM THE EDITOR OF “ PUBLIC OPINION ” 
New York, September 19, 1904. 
J'o the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Str,—I take advantage of this opportunity to congratulate you 
upon the reception your ‘“‘Comment” in the WEEKLY is getting 
from the public. I see it remarked that you are having more 
fun out of the campaign that any one else, but you are sharing 


the fun with others, among them, D. T. PIERCE, 
Editor of Public Opinion. 


THE TELEPHONE GIRL 


Cincinnati, Oxn10, October 1, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Sir—In your interesting account of Mr. Whitney’s telephone 
interview with the Tammany man you said that he “ hung up the 
transmitter.” Did he? I am, sir, 

(Miss) Murret MITCHELLTREE. 


[He did (Miss) Muriel; he did.—Ep1Tor.] 


FROM “ BROOKLYN LIFE” 
Brooxktyn, October 5, 1904. 
To the Editor of Harper’s Weekly: 

Str,—I merely wish to say that I have noticed and read with a 
great deal of interest your political comments in HARPER’S WEEKLY, 
and have enjoyed them immensely. 

I am, sir, F. M. MUNROE, 
President of Brooklyn Life Company. 


1634 


























THE GIVERS 


MARY E. WILKINS FREEMAN 








HESE are Mary E. Wilkins Freeman’s latest 
stories. All are filled with the humor and 
pathos of New England life—the type of story 
which is indisputably the author’s own, and in 
which she scored her remarkable early success. 
Of the stories in this volume, the tit'e story— 
“The Givers’’—has created more widespread 
interest and called forth more letters from the 
author’s readers than anything else Mrs. Freeman 
has done. It is a laughable tale of the revolt of 
a sturdy, strong-minded woman against the 
inappropriateness of the Christmas gifts with 
which she is deluged by her well-to-do, unthink- 
ing friends. How she leads each in turn to re- 
place her gift with some homely, serviceable 
article is a triumph of rough-handed New 
England diplomacy and a highly amusing tale. 
Sophia Lane is but one of the many charac- 
ters in this book who are good to know and not 
soon forgotten. 


Illustrated, Cloth, $1.25 
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are what tell— 


HARPER’S HISTORY CLUB 


NEW YORK 





September 22d, 1904. 


ASSOCIATED SUNDAY MAGAZINES, 
New York, N. Y. 

GENTLEMEN :—The advertisement we had in your issue of Sept. 

18th has brought us in so many orders that we have decided to use 
| the next four issues. Enclosed you will find copy for same; please 
| - let us see proufs. 

Of course it is too early to tell the exact amount of business last 
Sunday’s advertisement will do, but we know now that it is very 
large as compared with expenditures made for advertising. Later 
on if you want to know the exact returns we will be very glad to 

| give same to you. 
| Yours very truly, 
HAKPER’s History CLUB. | 
E. L. PARKS, Treasurer. 
a 
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THE ASSOCIATED 
SUNDAY MAGAZINES 


A Part of EACH SUNDAY’S ISSUE of 


Tne CHicaGo REcORD-HERALD 
Tue St. Louis REPUBLIC 
THE PHILADELPHIA PRESS 
THe PitrsBukG Post 
THe New York TRIBUNE 
Tue Boston Post 
For advertising rates address 
HENRY DRISLER, Advertising Manager 

31 Union Square - - New York 


Marquette Building, Chicago 











In Search 
of the Unknown 


- By 
ROBERT W. CHAMBERS 


Author of “The Maids of Paradise,” “‘Cardigan,” etc. 


HIS captivating story describes the 


strange adventures and novel love 
affairs of a young student of science who 
accompanies a learned professor on expe- 
ditions in search of the unknown in nature. 
The professor is on the track of some en- 
tirely new facts, with which he intends to 
astonish the world. In the meantime the 
student meets several girls, and half a dozen 
love affairs develop. A unique and highly 
entertaining story, in which Mr. Chambers 
has drawn his girls with his usual felicity, 
and their engaging charms are all the more 
piquant displayed in such fantastic sur- 
roundings. _ 


Post 8vo, Cloth, $7.50 
HARPER @ BROTHERS, NEW YORK 











THE FUNNIEST OF BIOGRAPHIES 


TheMemoirs of aBaby 


By JOSEPHINE DASKAM 


EVER before has the dignified title of 
** Memoirs ” graced so funny a book as this 
., latest tale of Josephine. Daskam’s—a writer 
f widely known for her clever child studies. The 
_ sorry side of life—the tribulations of the little 
tots—have no place in this irresistibly amusing 
record of the home-life of a typical American 
couple. The baby refuses to develop psychologi- 
cally or scientifically according to the theories 
set down in his Aunt Emma’s books, but he 
grows to robust boyhood after a fashion of his 
own. All the various incidents of a lively 
youngster’s boyhood here find laughable por- 
trayal, The unceasing arguments between the 
common-sense young father and the theoretical 
** Aunt Emma’’.not only afford such amusement 
as Josephine Daskam alone can give us, but go 
to make a clever satire on ‘‘ modern” methods 
of rearing children. 

















F. Y. Cory, whose pictures of baby-life have never been 
equalled for cleverness and humor, has illustrated the book 
copiously with pen-and-ink drawings. The pictures are 
every bit as funny as the narrative, and the book will 
provoke the laughter of any one who turns the pages. 


5d 
HARPER & BROTHERS, PUBLISHERS, NEW YORK 
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There is no better- known name and trade-mark identified with Havana Cigars 
, than HENRY CLAY. This name has for several generations stood for fine 
quality only, and has without doubt had as ~ 
much influence in building up the reputa- _ 
tion of Havana Cigars as any 
one brand known to 
the public. 


La Flor de Henry Clay 
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CADET—15 CENTS 


COMMODORE—25 CENTS - 
COMMANDER—20 CENTS 
ENSIGN—=3 FOR 50 CENTS 


ADMIRAL—3 FOR 81.00 
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Here are six new shapes and sizes— original and distinguished! They have 
‘the refined “Regalia *-style;, but modified from the extreme pointed: shape. The 
skill, the experience and the traditions of a ‘century are: combined in this new 
production from the famous HENRY CLAY factory. A selection. of tobacco has 
been made for these six new “NAVY” sizes. from .our own plantations that. is 
unapproachable, for they are mild and yet have that rare aromatic. quality so 
prized in the finer Havana Cigars. They are made _ in the original HENRY CLAY 
factory and by the same workmen who have made HENRY CLAY cigars for a 
generation. 


In addition to possessing these characteristic traits of quality and Style, these 
new shapes and these new names are given them to aid the smoker to identify 
the different sizes and fix in his mind their grading prices. They are now for 
sale by the leading Importers and Retailers of fine cigars in all the large cities 
in the United States. 


~ JULIAN ALVAREZ, CALZADA DE LUYANG 100 


Habana, Cuba : Sa 
HAVANA TOBACCO COMPANY, 111 Fifth Ave., ‘New York 


General Selling Agents for the United States 





